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Religion Becomes Conspicuous Issue in Presidential Race 


As America approaches the July political conventions, most commentators are agreed that the relation of Ca- 
tholicism to democratic institutions has become the most important underlying issue in the presidential race. The 
Wisconsin primary revealed an almost solid bloc of Catholic voters supporting Kennedy, with corresponding Prot- 
estant support for Humphrey. Although Kennedy won the most votes and the most delegates, it was conceded that 
the Wisconsin pattern of voting if extended to the whole country would surely defeat him, since Protestant voters 


probably outnumber Roman Catholic voters about two-and-one-half to one. 


Kennedy, stung by repeated questioning about the attitude of his church on the separation of church and state, 


struck back vigorously in an address 
before the American Society of News- 
paper Editors. He ridiculed the con- 
tention that Catholics had voted as a 
bloc in the Wisconsin primary, and 
said: 

There is only one legitimate question 
underlying all the rest: Would you, as 
President of the United States, be re- 
sponsive in any way to ecclesiastical 
pressures or obligations of any kind that 
might in any fashion influence or inter- 
fere with your conduct of that office in 
the national interests? I have answered 
that question many times. My answer 
was and is No. 

Kennedy, in his Washington 
speech, opposed federal aid to paro- 
chial schools as “clearly unconstitu- 
tional” and pointed out that he had 
voted against the Morse amendment 
in the Senate granting financial aid to 
sectarian schools. He said: “But in- 
terestingly enough, I was the only an- 
nounced candidate in the Senate who 
did so.” 


The Issue Grows 

Senator Hubert Humphrey, speak- 
ing before the same publishers’ group 
in Washington in April, expressed his 
sorrow that he had been caught in a 
(Continued on page 6) 








U.N. Notes Decline in Bigotry 
In Its Study Report 


At a time when a new wave of syn- 
agogue smearing and anti-Semitic 
hooliganism broke upon the world, the 
U.N. published results of a two-year 
study which concludes that there is ‘“‘a 
widespread trend” toward non-dis- 
criminatory treatment of men of all 
religions and races. Despite the poor 
timing of the release, there was solid 
evidence of its truth. The report cred- 
its churches, governments and the 
general public with the improvement. 

The anti-bias code of the U.N. 
contains features dear to all believ- 
ers in religious freedom. It calls for 
complete freedom both of public and 
private worship and freedom to 
disseminate religious information, as 
well as freedom to maintain or to 
change one’s religion. The right to 
witness freely to one’s faith is also 
supported. 

Other points deal with marriage 
and divorce, the religion of a child 
separated from its family, govern- 


ment’s role in religion, etc. The anti 
bias program of the U.N. is geared 
to these objectives. 

Vicious outbreaks of anti-Semitism 
both in Europe and America, while 
thought to be unrelated events, show 
that the U.N. and other agencies still 

(Continued on page 5) 





The Religious Issue 


The issues of public education, an 
ambassador to the Vatican, our rela- 
tions with such nations as Spain or Co- 
lombia, our own religious liberties and 
traditional separation of church and 
state, even the use of our foreign aid 
for birth control—these are legitimate 
questions because they involve public 
policy. No one should feel bigoted 
about raising them, and no candi- 
date for public office should feel per- 
secuted if he is asked them. 

It is unfortunate that all of our po- 
tential Presidential nominees have not 
answered these legitimate questions on 
religion with equal candor. 

—Theodore C. Sorensen, administra- 
tive assistant to Senator John F. 
Kennedy, in an address to the 
Washington Ethical Society, D. C., 
April 10, 1960. 

















¢ Editorials « 


Dialogue or 
Monologue? 


The dialogue on church-state prob- 
lems current among both Protestant 
and joint Protestant-Catholic groups 
can serve good ends. It should, how- 
ever, be dialogue and not monologue. 
Its purpose should be a confrontation 
of those holding different and also op- 
posing views. It should not be merely 
the mutual congratulation of those 
already in agreement. 

We note that Prof. John J. Kane, 
chairman of the Department of So- 
ciology at Notre Dame University, 
and Dr. Claud Nelson have appealed 
for a dialogue “to explore means of 
reducing religious tension arising out 
of the Presidential campaign.” Dr. 
Nelson is billed as director of the 
Department of Religious Liberty of 
the National Council of Churches. 
While it is not stated, Dr. Nelson ac- 
tually has a dual connection. He is, 
in addition, a consultant with the Na- 
tional Conference of Christians and 
Jews. He is an estimable gentleman 
but he does not represent militant 
Protestantism, and he is not likely to 
defend the separation of church and 
state against militant Catholicism. 


Invitation to Evasion 


This is the kind of program that 
seems to us a perfect set-up for eva- 
sion of the real issues. Any dialogue 
under such auspices is bound to be 
a monologue conducted in a sentimen- 
tal vein. At the present moment we 
need realism, not sentimentalism. 

A recent dialogue held at Yale Di- 
vinity School is another case in point. 
Three of the participants were Ro- 
man Catholic priests, all nationally 
known advocates of subsidies for de- 
nominational schools. A fourth was 
a Jew, a teacher in a Protestant sem- 
inary, who outdoes Catholics in his 
advocacy of Catholic subsidies. 
Among the Protestants there was no 
nationally known opponent of this 
form of state aid. 

At the Associated Church Press 
meeting of 1959 three dialoguists, all 
sharing generally similar views on 
church-state questions, were pre- 
sented. There was no speaker to de- 
fend the position of millions of Prot- 
estants and Jews—and the position 
of the Supreme Court as well—that 
public funds cannot be used to sup- 
port sectarian enterprise. The result: 
monologue again. 

Such dialogue is carefully rigged 
to the concept that the government 


2 


should be “friendly” to religion by 
providing financial support for its in- 
stitutions. The discussion merely 
turns upon what the nature and ex- 
tent of such aid should be. 

In spite of such difficulties genuine 
dialogue does gain. As this goes to 
press church-state questions are being 
discussed more widely than they have 
been in a generation. The discussion, 
rising out of the grass roots, is in 
every newspaper. It is to be hoped 
that professional dialogue will yet 
catch up with the press and the 
public. 
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Stick to the Issue 


Most American voters must already 
be very weary of the superficial char- 
acter of the discussion of “the reli- 
gious issue” in the current presidential 
campaign. We discuss the question 
at some length in this issue of the 
Review only because we cannot avoid 
it. It is news, and we have a duty to 
discuss church-state news. 

In one sense, the discussion is very 
good for America. At no moment in 
our history have so many Americans 
been thinking about the separation of 
church and state and the White 
House. If the discussion can be kept 
at an adult level, it may do our de- 
mocracy more good than harm. 


Burial of a Canard 


One fallacy promoted in the Cath- 
olic press has already been defeated. 
The old pretense that every person is 
a “bigot” who even questions Cath- 
olic political policy on church and 
state, is no longer officially acceptable 
to many intelligent voters. Senator 
Kennedy himself admits that there 
are relevant policy questions involved 
which should be asked and answered, 
including questions on birth control, 
public money for parochial schools 
and a Vatican Ambassador. 

But all the candidates (including 
Senator Kennedy) and nearly all the 
columnists relapse into oversimplifi- 
cation or distortion when fundamen- 
tal problems are suggested that need 
to be analyzed in detail. Then, both 
politicians and most journalists tend 
to escape to platitudes about “preju- 
dice,” and self-righteously deplore 
“bigotry.” 

They pretend that somewhere 
someone would deny a candidate’s 
right to belong to some church of his 
choice or worship in any way he sees 
fit, and then they proceed to slaughter 
this mythical demon with consum- 
mate bravery. By the end of the last 
paragraph of many an editorial, or 


the final peroration of many a po- 
litical speech, the American people 
have been maneuvered into two great 
imaginary blocs, the noble, moral, 
fair-minded citizens who would never, 
never think of raising “the religious 
issue’; and the hate-mongering, bit- 
ter opponents of Candidate X who 
say that the Pope is about to move 
into the White House. 


Patience Needed 


Well, we have no quick formula 
for making politicians, editors and 
voters, intellectually mature. Religion 
has always been charged with emo- 
tion, tradition and pride, and few 
men can discuss religious differences 
dispassionately. We can only suggest 
that behind the current uproar lie cer- 
tain great moral purposes represented 
by the expressed goal of our organi- 
zation, “the separation of church and 
state.” 

The hierarchy of one great church 
in the United States does not accept 
the Supreme Court’s interpretation of 
that phrase in education, or medicine, 
or cultural freedom, or diplomacy. 
The evidence to support this asser- 
tion has been published in this jour- 
nal month after month for twelve 
years. 

If, now, any Catholic candidate, or 
any candidate of any creed, can sat- 
isfy the American voters that he ac- 
cepts the separation of church and 
state in the American sense, he has 
become morally eligible for the presi- 
dency of the United States. That is 
the only religious issue in this cam- 
paign, and we should stick to it. 
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| NEWS From Jar and Near 


@ During the recent World Presbyterian Alliance meeting held in Brazil, 
which allegedly has more Roman Catholics than any other country in the 
world, President Juscelino Kubitschek paid an official visit and thus became, 
it is reported, the first South American chief executive to attend a public 
Protestant service. 

@ The World Council of Churches has dispatched an American 
clergyman to investigate the racial situation in South Africa. Dr. 
Robert S. Bilheimer, associate general secretary, was assigned to 
the mission and is to spend a week there conferring with leaders 
of the Council’s eight member churches. 

@ Anglican Archbishop Hugh R. Gough of Sydney, Australia has opposed 
organization of a “Christian” political party in that country which would be 
like others existing in some European countries. “Their existence implies 
that members of other parties are not Christian,” he said. 

@ One bridesmaid at the wedding of Princess Margaret to An- 
tony Armstrong-Jones on May 6 was to be a Roman Catholic. An 
Irish girl, Catherine Vesey, a niece of Armstrong-Jones, was granted 
a special dispensation by her bishop to participate in the Protestant 
ceremony. 

@ The Protestant church in La Plata (Dept. of Huila) Colombia, destroyed 
by a Catholic mob last September, has been denied permission to rebuild. 
The city attorney, a bitter antagonist of the Protestants, explained that “the 
construction would lead to danger, threats and outbreaks in La Plata, thus 
disturbing the public order.” 


@ Action to bring the plight of persecuted Christians behind the 
iron and bamboo curtains before the U. S. Security Council has been 
urged by Roman Catholic Archbishop Andreas Rohracher of Austria. 

@ A plea to Roman Catholic parents to produce larger families was made 
by Pope John XXIII on Palm Sunday. “Don’t be afraid of the number of 
your sons and daughters,” he urged. “On the contrary ask Divine Providence 
for them so that you can rear and educate them for their own benefit and 
to the glory of your fatherland here on earth and of that one in heaven.” 

@ “Filipino First,” an anti-clerical group in the Islands, has been 
accused of Communistic subversion by church officials. Col. Mo- 
hammad De Venancio, NPM Chairman, has denied the charge. “We 
are both non-Communist and anti-Communist,” he declared. “The 
Catholic Church is fighting us because we will take away its vested 
privileges.” 

@ The President of the Dominican Revolutionary Party has called upon 
Pope John XXIII to excommunicate Dictator Trujillo, his family, and all 
members of the armed forces and the secret police for alleged atrocities against 
revolutionaries and other citizens. 

@ John J. Theobald, Superintendent of Schools of New York 
City, has proposed that the city’s public schools be closed next 
September 22 and 23 for Rosh-ha-Shanah, the Jewish New Year, 
as well as on Yom Kippur in October. New York City’s schools are 
already closed on Good Friday because of Catholic requests. 

@ About 50 Roman Catholic delegates walked out of the Manitoba, Can- 
ada, Home and School Association after the group had recorded its opposition 
to state aid for parochial schools. 

@ The Cuban Roman Catholic hierarchy has reportedly drafted a 
pastoral letter for early release which will criticize alleged tolerance 
of Communists by the Castro regime. 

@ When art connoisseur Billy Rose tried to donate some outdoor statuary 
to Israel he was sternly advised by Benjamin Mintz, deputy speaker of the 
Parliament that such items would be sacrilegious. But Israel’s rabbinate 
eventually worked out a compromise—its members would never visit the col- 
lection. What they would never see would never hurt them. Mintz was com- 
forted with the assurance that most were abstractions and “nobody knows 
what (they) mean anyway.” 

@ The Vatican newspaper “L’Osservatore Romano” sharply criti- 
cized the U.S. Senate for its filibuster on civil rights. The reluctance 
to grant Negroes their rights was contrasted with the action of 
Pope John XXIII in appointing the first Negro cardinal. 
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Rules for the Dialogue 


Proposed by Glenn L. Archer to 
the 1960 meeting of the Associ- 
ated Church Press 


(1) It should move within the gen- 
eral context of separation of church 
and state. Americans, generally, have 
accepted this pattern as advantageous 
in a pluralistic culture. It is futile to 
consume time discussing church-state 
arrangements which are a throw-back 
to systems formerly tested and found 
wanting by Americans. 

(2) It should commence not with 
shame over the differences but with 
the assumption that differences are 
significant and fruitful. 

(3) It should move within the con- 
text of freedom—that is, the assump- 
tion that all religions should be free 
to conduct worship and propagate 
their faith. The dialogue should not 
accept as desirable or as the even- 
tual goal a monolithic, all-embracing 
church. 

(4) The dialogue should be rooted 
in history, not divorced from it. 

(5) The dialogue should be re- 
garded as exploratory and tentative, 
not as final. 

(6) The dialogue should consider 
its principal function to be the realis- 
tic identification of points of tension 
as a necessary step to their resolution. 

(7) The dialogue should respect 
and not derogate civil processes in a 
democratic society. 

(8) The dialogue should welcome 
all points of view, even those which 
are set in sharp variance; no signifi- 
cant point of view, however trouble- 
some, should be ruled out. 


+ 


Dr. Poling Writes 


Regarding a statement in the April 
Review that there had been an “agree- 
ment” with Dr. Shayne MacCarthy 
relative to his appearance at a service 
in the interfaith Chapel of the Four 
Chaplains in Philadelphia, Dr. Pol- 
ing has written us to deny that the 
Chaplains of the Chapel were in any 
way involved. 

Dr. Poling writes: “It is apparent 
that there was an agreement between 
Dr. MacCarthy and Rabbi Eisen- 
drath or those who represented the 
Rabbi, but of this possible agreement 
the Chapel authorities had no knowl- 
edge until the statement appeared in 
the public press. That such an agree- 
ment would be necessary to meet re- 
quirements of the Philadelphia Dio- 
cese of the Roman Catholic Church 
is, as I see it and to say the least, 
regrettable.” 
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Does the Church 


Give Voting Orders? 


Since the statement by Fr. John A. 
O’Brien in the Feb. 16 issue of Look 
Magazine that his church never in- 
terferes politically with its members, 
considerable study of this subject has 
been made. Fr. O’Brien stated flatly 
that “no member of the hierarchy 
tells priests and nuns how to vote” 
and that “a priest is not permitted to 
tell his parishioners how to vote” 
and that “he is not allowed to en- 
dorse or denounce candidates for pub- 
lic office from his pulpit.” 

The truth or falsity of such state- 
ments, a matter of obvious impor- 
tance in this election year, can only 
be determined by a look at the record. 
The record discloses much that is 
flatly contradictory to Fr. O’Brien’s 
assertions. The hierarchy—from the 
Pope down to the parish priest—Aas 
repeatedly interfered in political mat- 
ters, has frequently given voting or- 
ders to the faithful and continues to 
do so. 


Papal Orders 


Just recently Pope John XXIII in 
his capacity as Bishop of the Rome 
diocese, gave a set of political direc- 
tives to Catholics there. It was pub- 
licly stated that other dioceses 
throughout the world would be ex- 
pected to follow suit. The Pope’s or- 
der cited as liable to excommunica- 
tion anyone who voted for political 
parties or candidates promoting he- 
retical principles or doctrines, even 
though they might not go so far as 
apostasy or atheism. The latitude of 
these orders is further increased by a 
prohibition on political support of 
views which contrast with those of Ro- 
man Catholic dogma. 

The present Pope gave indications 
that he intended to be a “political 
Pope” as early as Dec. of 1958 when 
he advised a lawyers’ group that it 
was “the right and the duty” of the 
church to give “moral guidance” in 
political matters. Again, this year, 
Pope John stated that “The (Roman 
Catholic) Church must maintain its 
right and duty to advise laymen on 
how to vote in elections.” 


Priests and Politics 


What about it here? POAU files 
bulge with instances of Catholic po- 
litical action in the United States. 
One is reproduced with some dele- 
tions on page five. It represents the 
political reprisal of a priest who was 
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angry over the denial of bus subsi- 
dies for Catholic schools. 

When a bill providing public funds 
for transportation to Catholic schools 
was defeated in the Connecticut leg- 
islature the bishops of the state is- 
sued a public remonstrance against 
all legislators opposing their will. 
Seeking to intimidate the lawmakers, 
the bishops urged the faithful to 
“carefully observe the action taken, 
especially that of your local repre- 
sentative.” The diocesan paper said 
ominously: “A political issue can be 
corrected at the polls. This one will 
be.” 

Dean Roy Pearson of Andover- 
Newton Seminary tells in the United 
Church Herald of a letter circulated 
in a mid-western political campaign 
which reads: “Good Catholics: Nov. 
6 vote for our two good Catholic can- 
didates without fail. Do your Cath- 
olic duty, our goal is near. His Holi- 
ness bless you. Remind your friends.” 

In some Catholic parishes it is 
standard practice to circulate litera- 
ture listing only Catholics on the 
ticket with the implication that these 
candidates should receive “single 
shot” votes from Catholics. 


In Maine Senate President Charles 
D. Hillman recently cast a tie-break- 
ing vote against subsidies for paro- 
chial school transportation. A Cath- 
olic-inspired boycott against a dairy 
business owned by his sons ruined 
their business and forced them to sell 
out. Drew Pearson told the Hillman 
boycott story in his column on April 
27th. 

Does the Roman Catholic Church 
interfere in politics? One observer 
replied: “You can believe Fr. O’Brien 
or you can believe the facts.” 


+ 





A Republican (?) Priest 
at Last! 


Because the majority of the Repub- 
lican members of the Maine legislature 
voted against public appropriations for 
bus transportation for parochial schools, 
the state’s Republican convention faced 
a boycott by the Catholic Church for 
several weeks when it attempted to get 
a priest to serve as one of the cleray- 
men offering prayers. Seven Catholic 
priests declined, and some declared 
that their refusal was based upon the 
Republican policy on school buses. Fi- 
nally, a charitable priest with Repub- 
lican (?) leanings, the Rev. Francis E. 
LeTourneau of Orono, Maine, accepted 
the Republican invitation and vindi- 
cated the slightly sullied reputation of 
his church for non-partisanship. 














Clerical Control Fails 
At White House Conference 


More than 800 Roman Catholic 
delegates to the White House Confer- 
ence on Children and Youth in April 
were almost completely frustrated in 
their organized attempt to commit 
the conference to a Catholic program. 
Warned by advance notice of an or- 
ganized Catholic effort to support a 
sectarian program in the various 
workshops, non-Catholic delegates 
vigorously opposed the more than one 
hundred priests and nuns who worked 
tirelessly to carry out a program of 
action which had been outlined in ad- 
vance for all Catholic delegates by 
Monsignor Raymond J. Gallagher of 
Cleveland. The Catholic programs on 
birth control and on federal aid to 
parochial schools were defeated by 
wide margins after extensive discus- 
sion. 

Out of the nearly 2,000 recommen- 
dations made by the 7,600 delegates 
to the 1960 White House Conference 
on Children and Youth, in Washing- 
ton, D. C., three were directly con- 
cerned with church-state separation. 

When one of the work-groups (sub- 
committees) agreed on this—“We re- 
affirm the constitutional principle of 
the separation of church and state in 
the Public School System’”—and 
brought it for consideration by the 
“committee of the whole” of Forum 
18, the general chairman declared 
that it was not germane. When his 
ruling was challenged, a vote was 
taken and he was over-ruled by the 
narrow margin of 132 to 129. The 
recommendation itself was then put 
to a vote and it was overwhelmingly 
approved. The ‘nay’ votes (a good 
part of them being in clerical garb, it 
was reported) constituted less than 
half the minimum needed to file a 
minority paper. 

By a vote of 233 to 65, another of 
the Forums voted to approve public 
and private medical advice and serv- 
ices for child spacing consistent with 
the creed of the individual family. 

But another group voted 134 to 
119 to go along with Roman Cath- 
olic dogma, by agreeing: “It is the 
function of the family to carry out 
its responsibility to children accord- 
ing to the primary obligation of mar- 
riage in accord with Divine and nat- 
ural law.” 

Released time for religious teach- 
ing was approved by a 206 to 147 
vote, despite a minority protest that 
released time “creates a divisiveness 


(Continued on page 7) 
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Will Catholic Elementary 
Schools Be Dropped? 


Because of the shortage of teach- 
ing nuns and the increased cost of 
private, sectarian education, several 
leaders of the Catholic Church have 
recently suggested that the church’s 
elementary schools might be aban- 
doned and all financial efforts con- 
centrated upon maintaining Catholic 
high schools. The church’s desperate 
financial position in regard to support 
for its schools helps to explain the 
Catholic pressure on Congress and 
state legislatures for financial aid. 


Donald McDonald, former editor 
of the Davenport Messenger (Cath- 
olic), declared in the Jesuit maga- 
zine America, March 26, 1960: “We 
may have come to a point in the his- 
tory of American Catholic education 
where we will indeed have to choose: 
either grade school or secondary 
school.” 

In support of his apprehensions, 
Mr. McDonald cited the enormous 
mortgage indebtedness of the new 
Catholic parishes, ranging from 
$500,000 to $1,000,000 each, and the 
enormous extra expenses of main- 
taining both elementary schools and 
Catholic high schools. He also criti- 
cized the “proliferation of Catholic 
colleges” which invites “a dangerous 
thinning of teaching and research 
staffs.” 

Mr. McDonald suggested as one 
solution of the desperate Catholic fi- 
nancial problem, “‘tax relief for Cath- 
olic parents through appropriate legis- 
lative enactment at the state and/or 
federal level in a form acceptable to 
all Protestants in the argument over 
church-state relations.” He did not 
explain how such “tax relief” could 
be made constitutional under Su- 
preme Court decisions outlawing the 
public financing of sectarian schools. 

Note: See photostat reproduction 
from the Roman Catholic weekly Our 
Sunday Visitor, on page 8 of this is- 
sue, for another Catholic proposal 
for solving the problem. 
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We Were Wrong 


The April Review story, “End Runs 
in Baltimore,” was unfortunately wrong 
in stating that Johns Hopkins did not 
get its special appropriation from the 
Maryland Legislature. An appropria- 
tion bill, once called “dead,” did pass. 
The POAU retraction reads: “We were 
wrong. Johns Hopkins did get the 
money—same as Loyola. Both ‘end runs’ 
worked.” 
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“We Should Get the Most for Our Tax Dollar” 


Reprinted from Church Bulletin, St. Joseph Church, Strongsville, Ohio 
(Nov. 1, 1959) 


“This is election week. . . . Because this particular election is of 
vital concern to the people of Strongsville we feel that we should ac- 
quaint you with a few facts about the candidates. Mayor Tomson’s 
opponent while a member of the present School Board voted against 
providing Health and Welfare services in the form of bus transporta- 
tion for our school children. We do not feel that he is sympathetic to 
the Catholic taxpayers; otherwise, he would have cast a dissenting vote. 
. . . His attitude towards the manner of raising funds at the Village 
Carnival shows what probably would be his attitude towards our Annual 
Bazaar and the Sunday Socials; Mayor Tomson, on the contrary, has 
always backed our projects since he realized that we had no income from 
taxes to operate our school. .. . He has always attended and encouraged 
our people in these projects which have saved our parishioners many 
thousands of dollars when it came to construction and maintenance 
of our buildings. .. . 

We would have heartily endorsed the 5 mill school operating levy 
if it had included Health and Welfare Benefits of bus transportation 
for our children. If passed this levy will add over $125 per year in taxes 
on the Parish Rectory and we receive nothing in return for our children. 

Since Catholics are taxpayers . . . we should have representation on 
all boards that expend taxpayers’ money. Therefore we should be rep- 
resented on the School Board where over 24 of your tax dollar is ex- 
pended. We should get the most for our tax dollar that is possible to 
get in the way of buildings, services, etc. We recommend that you elect 
Alvin Stumpf, Mrs. Donna Smith and Eugene Kwiatek to the School 
Board. It is time for the Catholic taxpayers to find out how their tax 
money is spent and for what purposes. 

Since the village is growing . . . with a considerable increase in the 
Catholic population we should have a representative on the Council. 
We recommend Eugene Houschel as councilman at large for the village. 
How important is it to have a Catholic representative on the Council? 
Some years ago the late Frank Wick, father of one of our present coun- 
cilmen, went before the council and proposed that a part of Strongs- 
ville cemetery, newly acquired from Mr. Zverina, should be set aside 
for burial of Catholic members of St. Joseph Parish. . . . Had we had 
a Catholic on the Council at that time he might have persuaded the rest 
of the council and the mayor that such an arrangement would have 
created good community relationships. Our present councilmen with 
the cooperation of Mayor Tomson have provided us with a Sunday 
policeman and a daily policeman to guard our pupils across Pearl Road. 
We are also grateful to our present police chief, Mr. Sperber, for this 
service.” 





U.N. Notes Less Bigotry 


(Continued from page 1) when it says: 





at religious discrimination in Spain 


have a long way to go in their efforts 
to eliminate bias. 


Spain Included? 


Unfortunately, the UN report did 
not list the specific violations of reli- 
gious freedom in such countries as 
Spain, where Protestants are not al- 
lowed to label their own churches or 
publish their own literature. It is evi- 
dent that the powerful Catholic bloc 
in the UN will serve as an opposition 
force if all the religious liberty con- 
cepts in the report are actually im- 
plemented at the local level. 

The report, however, obviously hits 


In countries where only religious mar- 
riage is available to members of certain 
groups, persons who withdraw from 
these groups are sometimes compelled 
to celebrate marriage in accordance 
with rights prescribed by a faith of 
which they no longer consider them- 
selves to be members. 

Protestants in Spain who were orig- 
inally baptized as Catholics are fre- 
quently denied the right to marry 
unless they accept the marriage serv- 
ices of a Catholic priest. It remains 
to be seen whether the UN can force 
a change in Franco’s policy, as con- 
firmed by the Vatican Concordat of 
1953. 








A Catholic President? 


A Roman Catholic in the White 
House by James A. Pike and Richard 
Byfield, Doubleday, $2.50. 

This book is invaluable for anyone 
who wants to understand the subject. 
It is good for the careful student 
since it contains and explains a su- 
perb collection of Roman Catholic 
teachings from original sources. It is 
good for the casual reader since it is 
readably written and exudes Bishop 
Pike’s gentle humor. 

This book has the fairest presen- 
tation of the position of the Roman 
Church on religious liberty that I 
have ever seen. It is all there, so dis- 
passionately set forth that the most 
rabid Catholic apologist could find no 
fault. The statement on the religious 
“conflict of interest” involving a 
Roman Catholic President is quite 
complete. Specific issues are spelled 
out. 

Any book as good as this one is 
bound to have something wrong with 
it. It has. To categorize public aid to 
parochial schools with “Dead Issues 
—More or Less” is not realistic. If 
this one is dead I cannot conceive 
a live one. Unfortunately, Bishop 
Pike is soft on the issue of state aid 
to church schools—on a “non-pref- 
erential” basis, of course. He re- 
marks that there would be nothing 
“un-American” about such aid. Well, 
the First Amendment, as the Su- 
preme Court has interpreted it rather 
consistently; the constitutions and 
laws of most states, and millions of 
the American people say that it would 
be basically un-American. 

—C. S. L. 


+ 


Religious Issue in Race 
(Continued from page 1) 


religious controversy and said: “I 
would not receive the vote of any 
American because my opponent wor- 
ships in a particular church, whatever 
that church may be... . It is alien 
to our American traditions for any 
man’s qualifications for public office 
to be judged on the basis of his reli- 
gious affiliation.” 

Nevertheless, the religious issue 
had become the paramount issue in 
the campaign long before the West 
Virginia primary. Senator Hum- 
phrey’s campaign manager had pub- 
licly alleged that Senator Kennedy 
“seems to think everybody who 
doesn’t want him to be President is 
a bigot.” 

Senator Stuart Symington of Mis- 
souri called on all voters to eliminate 
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“the religious issue” from the cam- 
paign, declaring “It’s not good Amer- 
icanism; this country cannot afford 
bigotry.” 

In spite of these repeated efforts 
to dismiss the religious issue as a 
manifestation of prejudice, many of 
the nation’s leading journalists have 
now conceded that the “Catholic is- 
sue” is not all prejudice. Chalmers M. 
Roberts, political commentator of the 
Washington Post said: “There is also 
a faction, and no one knows its size, 
that stands upon intellectual ground, 
and embraces the argument that the 
Roman Catholic Church, in principle, 
is opposed to church and state sepa- 
ration, and that any communicant 
might be weak on this issue.” Arthur 
Krock of the New York Times, one 
of the nation’s leading journalists 
says: 

Actually there is no major issue in the 
United States over the ritual, theology 
or place of worship one may choose. It 
is only because Roman Catholics are 
communicants of an_ international 
church, whose “foreign” Pope is the 
supreme authority on matters of dogma 
that often intrude in controversies over 
public policy, that a Roman Catholic 
candidacy for president, evokes the is- 
sue of church and state. 


Lippmann’s Thesis 


Walter Lippmann has suggested 
that in order to avoid a bitter divi- 
sion in the coming presidential elec- 
tion, Senator Kennedy should be 
nominated for Vice-President, on the 
assumption that this would be accept- 
able to both Catholics and Protes- 
tants. If Kennedy should be defeated 
for a presidential nomination, it is 
assumed that another Catholic, Gov- 
ernor Edmund G. Brown of Califor- 
nia would have an excellent chance 
for securing the second place nomi- 
nation on the Democratic ticket. 
Brown, married to a Protestant, has 
brought up his children as Catholics. 

When confronted last December 
with the statement of the Bishops of 
his Church opposing foreign aid for 
birth control, Brown declared: “I 
have arrived at the opinion that this 
country should not use economic aid 
funds so as to influence other nations 
or their peoples in their decisions on 
population control in any way, 
whether for or against.” But Gov- 
ernor Brown declared that: “I would 
oppose banning aid to a country be- 
cause the people of that country have 
chosen to embark on a population 
control program.” He did not make it 
clear whether he would refuse to sign 
a bill specifically appropriating Amer- 
ican funds for birth control clinics 
abroad. 

Vice-President Nixon entered the 
lively birth control debate in an ad- 





dress before the Associated Church 
Press in Washington when he declared 
his agreement with President Eisen- 
hower on the birth control question— 
but actually disagreed with the Presi- 
dent in some of his remarks. Speaking 
of backward peoples who might ask 
for birth control help, he said: “If 
they have reached a decision that 
they want to eliminate population 
growth at a certain point, and come 
to us for assistance, we should give 
it to them.” 


The Convention’s Near 


As America approached the July 
conventions, scores of magazine arti- 
cles continued to headline the Cath- 
olic issue. The American Lutheran 
Magazine summarized the apprehen- 
sion of many non-Catholics. Acknowl- 
edging that Senator Kennedy had un- 
equivocally favored the separation of 
church and state, the editors chal- 
lenged the Vatican to specifically re- 
pudiate the present official Roman 
Catholic doctrine concerning the par- 
tial union of church and state. The 
editors said: 

Without questioning his integrity, it is 
still possible to voice the suspicion that 
his church body is in strong disagree- 
ment with him, adhering to its tradi- 
tional position of union or collabora- 
tion of church and state wherever it is 
strong enough to impose its views. 

The record supports such suspicions, 
with its long history of concordats reg- 
ulating relations between governments 
and the Roman Catholic Church, many 
of which are now in effect. Every con- 
cordat of this kind is an out-and-out 
negation of the whole concept of 
church-state separation under which 
the church takes its chances with every 
other free institution in society. 

Assuming that every Roman Catholic 
candidate in the coming campaign is 
clean as a hound’s tooth on this score, 
what about the next one—and the 
next? Obviously this issue requires 
some pronouncement from official Ro- 
man Catholic sources making it clear 
that the traditional Roman Catholic 
position on church-state relations does 
not apply to the American scene. Only 
then will the atmosphere really be 
cleared. 





Quote of the Month 


“The Catholic Church teaches 
that a Catholic in public office 
should act like a Catholic, form- 
ing his judgments in public af- 
fairs according to Catholic mo- 
rality.” 

Father Thomas Brummel, C.M.F., Sec- 
retary of Faculty, Claretian House of 
Studies, affiliated with Catholic Univer- 
sity of America, in Washington Post, 
April 28, 1960, in rebuking Senator 
John F. Kennedy for his public state- 
ment on birth control. 
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Elementary and secondary Roman 
Catholic schools in Connecticut save 
taxpayers there $141,321,915 accord- 
ing to The Transcript, Catholic dio- 
cesan paper. The claim was part of an 
annual propaganda appeal for public 
funds to support Catholic institutions. 

es Ss 


A major beneficiary of the Bluff 
Plan, an urban renewal program in 
Pittsburgh, is slated to be Duquesne 
University, a Jesuit institution. Other 
Roman Catholic institutions that have 
received or are in line to receive sites 
in similar projects are Fordham (New 
York City), St. Louis University, St. 
Joseph’s College Preparatory School, 
Philadelphia, and Seattle University. 

* * * 

The Rev. R. A. Carlin, principal 
of Bishop McGuiness High School in 
Oklahoma City, has recommended “a 
sound, scientific survey of Catholic 
students in both Catholic and public 
schools to see if the public school 
students are as competent spiritually 
and morally and if, therefore, Cath- 
olic schools aren’t an extravagant 
duplication.” Fr. Carlin was immedi- 
ately rebuked by his superior, Fr. 
Ernest A. Flusche, who gave assur- 
ance that Fr. Carlin’s views did not 
reflect those of the hierarchy. 

* * * 


Proposals by HEW Secretary Ar- 
thur S. Flemming to double the out- 
lay for public school teachers sal- 
aries within the next ten years have 
drawn censure from Msgr. Edmund 
J. Goebel of the National Catholic 
Educational Association. His com- 
plaint: non-public schools could not 
meet the higher salary schedules. 

* * * 


The California Legislature has 
voted to more than double the state 
scholarship program which provides 
an average of $450 a year in schol- 
arship aid receivable in private or 
sectarian institutions as well as in 
those publicly supported. 

* * * 


The Pittsburgh Catholic, diocesan 
publication, called for defeat in Con- 
gress of a bill providing funds for 
the construction of public schools. 
“We hope it gets the rough treatment 
it deserves,” said the editorial, “for 
the shameless manner in which it dis- 
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regards . . . children in other than 
State schools.” 
‘le a 


In Piqua, O. 12 Roman Catholic 
high school children are going to pub- 
lic schools for courses in science since 
their own school lacks adequate 
equipment for such teaching. Charles 
A. Mooney, vice-president of the 
Cleveland Board of Education, pro- 
posed such an arrangement. 

* * * 


When Amherst College refused to 
accept a $200,000 gift from C. Ed- 
ward McKinney of East Orange, 
New Jersey, for “Protestant” and 
“Gentile” scholarships, Superior 
Court Judge David A. Pindar ruled 
that the limitations in McKinney’s 
will were not essential and that the 
college could receive the money. 

* * * 

Church bingo games have been 
banned in the 430 Catholic parishes 
in the Chicago archdiocese by order 
of Albert Cardinal Meyer. The Car- 
dinal’s order followed a declaration 
by city officials that the games were a 
gambling enterprise in violation of 
law. Chicago’s new police superin- 
tendent, Orlando W. Wilson, said that 
he was “delighted” at the Cardinal’s 
statement. 


White House Conference 
(Continued from page 4) 
between pupils which is not desirable” 

in the public schools. 

Forum #9 passed this recommen- 
dation by acclamation: “That dis- 
cussions be encouraged among all 
segments of the population to further 
efforts at preserving religious liberty, 
freedom of conscience, and separation 
of church and state.” 





Methodists Support Wall 
Of Separation and POAU 


Determined support for the contin- 
ued separation of church and state 
and opposition to public appropria- 
tions for sectarian schools, featured 
the Episcopal address by 74 bishops 
of the Methodist Church at the 
church’s quadrennial general con- 
ference in Denver. The Methodist 
denomination, representing more 
than 10,000,000 Americans, has tra- 
ditionally led in support of the First 
Amendment as interpreted by the 
Supreme Court. 








The Methodist General Conference, repre- 
senting America’s largest Protestant denomi- 
nation voted overwhelmingly at its Denver 
conference in May to endorse the work of 
POAU and to encourage “moral and financial 
support” for the organization. Details will 
be published later. 








Bishop William C. Martin, reading 
the Episcopal address, scored the Air 
Force Manual which had attacked the 
National Council of Churches for 
alleged Communist infiltration, and 
supported freedom of choice on birth 
control against the claims of the Ro- 
man Catholic Church. In regard to 
birth control, Bishop Martin said that 
Methodists respected the right of the 
Catholic church to maintain its tradi- 
tional position on birth control, but 
added that “we must deny its right 
to make that position a mandatory 
interpretation of Christian ethics or 
the ground for thwarting the majority 
will toward a more enlightened ap- 
proach to an overwhelming chal- 
lenge.” 
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The LOOK Magazine Article 


“A Protestant View of a Catholic for President” 
(LOOK, May 10, page 31) 
Now Available as a Reprint from POAU 
Sold in Quantity Lots Only 


$5 per 100 and $40 per 1,000 
(extra for Special Delivery or Airmail) 


Supply limited. Rush order today. 


1633 Mass. Ave., N.W., Washington 6, D. C. 
Please send me .............. copies of “A Protestant View of a Catholic 
for President.” Enclosed: $................ 




















To talk of many things 


The $100,000,000 steal 


T were is before Congress a bill that will steal a 
hundred million dollars from the Catholics of this nation. 

It is the Federal Education Bill. 

“ — atholic with any knowledge of the >istory of pub- 


nm the United States - nish in any 
“eit dv “hese sch yntribution 
ontry ‘4 want 

*b- 


This is the headline and the open- 
ing sentences from the second most 
important Catholic weekly newspaper 
in the United States, Our Sunday Vis- 
itor, of May 8, 1960. It describes a 
federal aid to education bill as a 
“$100,000,000 steal’’ because public 
tax funds are not granted to Catholic 
schools. The article includes an attack 
upon the “luxurious scale” of public 
schools and appeals for membership 
in a new Catholic propaganda organi- 
zation, Citizens for Educational Free- 
dom, specializing in opposing POAU. 

Nothing is said about the many 
millions of taxpayers’ funds which 
have been and are funneled into 
Catholic institutions and programs. 
Nothing about Canon Law 1374 
which forbids Roman Catholic par- 
ents to send their children to other 
than a church-controlled school un- 
less the local bishop gives specific ap- 
proval. By this the hierarchy denies 
them the “right” it here proclaims. 





EXTRA COPIES 


of this special edition 


10 cents each; 50 for $2 postpaid 
(While supplies last.) 
Fast delivery of large orders: 50 Ib. 
boxes of about 1,600 copies, only $30 
each plus C.O.D. Railway Express 
charges. Box cannot be mailed. Shipped 
immediately. 
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DALE FRANCIS 


cate a new theory that only those for whom the money 
is spent should have a right to spend it. 

In all of this, Catholics ask only justice. They insist 
the right of parents to determine how their children should 
be educated is a right guaranteed by the Constitution 
of the United States. They insist that money allotted for 
the education of their children goes where their children 
go. 

-* «s the a@ tes of inequitable distribr 
nd {ce or all ‘~ 





Fair Campaign Committee 
Is Near POAU Position 


The Fair Campaign Practices Com- 
mittee, prescribing standards of fair 
play for the 1960 campaign, has de- 
clared: “No candidate for public of- 
fice should be opposed or supported 
because of his particular religious af- 
filiation. . . . He may properly be 
questioned about issues (relevant to 
that office) and about the bearing of 
his religious faith and conscience on 
them. A candidate’s religion is rele- 
vant to a voter’s decision, but only 
so far as it bears on such political 
issues. 

“Intelligent, honest and temperate 
public discussion of the relation of 
religious faith to the public issues will 
raise the whole level of the cam- 
paign.” 

This position is nearly identical 
with that urged by POAU in Jan., 
1957. The POAU statement issued 
then said: ‘We believe that American 
voters should not attempt to impose 
a blanket boycott of the candidates 
of any particular denomination. .. . 
We believe . . . however, that the 
people are entitled to know where ev- 
ery candidate for the Presidency 
stands in respect to (church-state) 
issues regardless of his religious faith. 
Public opinion should require ev- 
ery candidate of every faith and ev- 
ery party to answer every pertinent 
question in this field with complete 
candor.” 
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Washington Citizens 
Keep Their Hospital 


Nearly five hundred citizens of the 
Southeastern region of Washington 
won a dramatic victory on April 26 
when they defeated a move to turn 
over their “community” hospital to 
the Felician Sisters of the Roman 
Catholic Church. The vote was 475 
to 431. The victory came after care- 
ful planning in which POAU attor- 
neys played an important advisory 
role. The headline in the Washington 
Post summed up the story SE HOS- 
PITAL UNIT REJECTS PLAN 
FOR NUN TAKEOVER. 

The defeat of the plan to turn over 
the Washington hospital to a Catholic 
religious order came after the hospital 
Board of Trustees had unanimously 
approved a proposal to give away all 
the assets of the “community” insti- 
tution to the Felician Sisters. The 
proposal for such an action by the 
Board was immediately challenged 
on two grounds: that the proposed 
use of public property violated the 
principle of the separation of church 
and state, and that several hundred 
thousand dollars had been raised with 
the written assurance that the hos- 
pital would be a “non-sectarian hos- 
pital.”” A decisive factor in the situa- 
tion was the pledge by POAU to 
assist in a lawsuit challenging any at- 
tempt to turn over the proposed hos- 
pital to any sectarian institution with 
a sectarian medical code. 

The final victory at the April 
meeting of the Greater Southeast 
Hospital Foundation came after care- 
ful, documented appeals from Julian 
C. Holmes and Richard N. Michaels. 
They stressed the community’s pride 
in building a genuine community in- 
stitution, and the glaring legal defects 
in the trustees’ plan to turn over pub- 
lic property to a Catholic religious or- 
der without real safeguards. The 
Catholic Medical Code, which denies 
rights of contraception and equality 
in childbirth, became a vital part of 
the controversy. 


Enroll Today 


(Please Print Clearly) 





Name . f Feb tovstionccsaries 
ET 

7s . Zone... State .......... 

( ) New ( ) Renewal G............. Enclosed 


$5 basic annual membership includes $3 for 
subscription to CHURCH AND STATE. 


POAU "© Waivers 


JuNE 1960, Vor. 13, No. 6 





rR th wa 


cane ial 





